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. . . And a Retreat on Veterans 


T HE ACTION on the House floor Wednesday 
around veterans’ spending and President Clin- 
ton’s national service corps was a remarkable 
example of how, in the midst of all the talk about 
revolution” and “change,” old-fashioned petty politics 
continues to thrive. And it is a story that does not 
reflect all that well on either political party. 

The House Republicans had assembled a package to 
cut some $17 billion from spending already approved 
for the current fiscal year. As part of this collection of 
“rescissions,” as the cuts are known, the Republicans 
had sent to the House floor a reduction of $206 millinn 
in veterans' programs. This eliminated spending for 
the construction of six new veterans’ outpatient clinics 
and also for some new medical equipment for veter- 
ans' hospitals. Rep. Jerry Lewis (R-Calif.), a leading 
architect of the rescissions, had even bragged that the 
cut in veterans’ programs was proof that the Republi- 
cans were willing to stand up to powerful interest 
groups, including those generally seen as sympathetic 
totheGOP. 

The Democrats just couldn’t resist a cynical political 
assault cm even this modest and faintly courageous 
reduction in the Veteran Affairs Department’s $38 
billion budget. President Clinton, in an effort to court 
support among veterans, gave a speech to the Veter- 
ans of Foreign Wars denouncing the Republicans’ 
veterans’ cuts as “unwise and unnecessary.” Mr. 
Clinton said in essence that he was prepared to give 
the veterans’ groups pretty much everything they 
wanted from the federal Treasury. 


The Republicans were not going to be out-dema- 
gogued on veterans' issues. So on the House floor 
Wednesday, they proposed to restore the $206 mil- 
lion, but with a twist. To make up for the restoration, 
they proposed to cut the same sum from one of Mr. 
Clinton’s very favorite programs, the national service 
corps. The Corporation for National and Community 
Service has a total annual budget of only $575 million 
and had already suffered a $210 million cut in the 
redssion package. When the dust settled, the service 
program was left with a total of $159 million to spend 
for all of this year. The fiscal year ends in September 
and is already half over. So the cut approved by the 
House would — if upheld by the Senate — effectively 
kill the service program. Eli Segal, the president of the 
corporation, figures that under the rescission, his 
program would run out of money next month. 

We hope the Senate will make the service program 
whole for this year. If the Republicans want to make 
changes in the program or reduce its budget, they can 
do so in the regular budget bill for the next fiscal year. 
It would be silly to force the program to call back 
participants already in the field. But the Republicans 
may have offered the Democrats and the president a 
useful lesson. If the deficit is ever to be substantially 
reduced, some programs, even worthy ones, will face 
reductions. Veterans Affairs, a large department with 
programs very much in need of reform, will have to 
take a share of the cuts, and it could do so without 
reducing the level of services to which veterans makp 
a fair claim. 



